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    Every state official elected to serve Iowans must take an oath to defend the Constitution of the State of Iowa. When I was sworn in to the State Senate, I took my oath seriously, just as I do today in Congress. 

Our solemn oath cannot be corrupted to mean, "I hereby swear to uphold only the laws I agree with," or "I promise I will obey the laws if I like them, otherwise I will twist them to my purposes."

English is our official language in Iowa. It's the law.  With overwhelming support from Iowans, Iowa's English Language Reaffirmation Act was passed by the Iowa legislature and signed by then-Governor Vilsack in 2002.  The law establishes English as our official language in Iowa and requires the state government to conduct business in English. The law does not restrict languages spoken in the home or private sector. The purpose behind Iowa's English law is so every citizen can become more proficient in the English language, helping them realize opportunities and participate in the economy, politics and culture of Iowa.

There is no doubt Governor Culver dislikes Iowa's official English law. In the past, he said that if elected governor, he would push to repeal the law. But the political opinions of an elected official should not affect whether they obey the laws they have sworn to uphold.  

Culver broke the law when he was Secretary of State when he made foreign language voting forms available on his taxpayer-supported website. Culver's political ally and the new Secretary of State, Michael Mauro, continues to violate the law by providing voter registration and absentee forms in foreign languages on his official website. 

This is a plain violation of the English law because voting forms are official documents issued by the Secretary of State in English. Voter registration is a vital and highly important official action of our democracy. The law requires that, "[a]ll official documents,... publications...shall be in the English language."  Iowa Code sec. 1.18(3).)

Culver and Mauro falsely claim an exception in Section 1.18(5)(a) of the law allows them to communicate however they deem it necessary. That is incorrect. I wrote the law to allow government officials to communicate with individuals in other languages on an ad hoc basis.   The narrow exception clearly does not apply to official actions undertaken by an official towards the entire general public.

When a Secretary of State makes foreign language voting forms available, he is not communicating with an individual on an informal basis, he is undertaking official acts communicated to the general public in an official capacity.  The informal communication exception would allow them to greet a visitor to their office in a foreign language, on an informal basis, but not undertake official actions in foreign languages.  
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Under Section 1.18(3) of the Iowa Code, an official action is "any action taken... by an authorized officer or agent of the government in Iowa that" either "binds the government", "is required by law" or "is otherwise subject to public scrutiny by either the press or the public".  The foreign language voting forms at issue are the official forms for voter registration and absentee ballot requests in Iowa.  As such, they bind the government.  These forms are required by law and it is one of the duties of the Secretary of State.  Finally, these foreign language voting forms are subject to scrutiny by both the public and the press because they are public documents that are used by citizens.

Further, they claim Section 1.18(4)(h) allows them to provide foreign language voting materials to help people exercise their right to vote, even though immigrants are required by law to demonstrate English proficiency when they apply for citizenship. These forms are not necessary to secure the constitutional right to vote.  Voting is a constitutional right, but there is no constitutional right to register to vote in foreign languages.  We all know that Iowans have a right to vote, but they do not have the right to demand voting materials in any foreign language.  In addition, no federal law requires foreign language voting in Iowa.  There is no jurisdiction in Iowa that is subject to the foreign language voting requirements of the Voting Rights Act.

If we want to demolish modern-day obstacles and bring all backgrounds into our voting process to communicate with each other, we must unify the country instead of driving a wedge between cultures. Voters who need language assistance are already permitted, under current law, to bring an interpreter of their choice into the voting booth. Every citizen deserves to cast an informed ballot, and this is the right approach for voters who have difficulty understanding voting materials in English. 

I will continue to fight for Iowans and hold our officials accountable to the highest integrity, and that is why, along with Iowa County Auditors, I filed a lawsuit against Culver and Mauro. A lawsuit allows the court to stop our Secretary of State from breaking our laws. If Culver wishes to change the law, he has to go to the state legislature and let Iowans decide.

Foreign language voting forms encourage linguistic division and crack the Melting Pot that makes us the most successful multi-ethnic nation on earth. In addition, they insult generations of immigrants who, with great effort, learned English in order to become naturalized citizens. 

As State Senator in 2000, I successfully challenged Tom Vilsack in court over his Executive Order that was clearly unconstitutional, although both Vilsack and Attorney General Miller claimed it was both legal and constitutional.  The Iowa Court ruled Vilsack's executive order unconstitutional in the case of King v. Vilsack. That ruling was successful in defending our constitution then, and I expect this case will also prove to be successful for Iowans who believe their elected officials should also have to abide by the laws.
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